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t he Sup r eme Co u r t when h i s o r he r g ov e r nm ent h a s charged a
c rime , a f e l on y , I believe the right of those citizens to an
appeal to the Supreme Court should continue to be enshr i ne d i n
the Constitution and t ha t ' s all that this amendment would do
that I'm offering.

PRESIDENT: The qu es t i on is the ad option o f the Chambers
amendment. All in f avor votea ye, op posed n ay . Have y o u al l
voted ? A re c or d v o t e h as b een r eques t ed . Hav e you al l v o t ed ?
Record, Mr . Cl e r k , p l ea s e .

CLERK: (Read record v o te . See p age 572 of the Legislative
Journal.) 13 ayes, 24 nays, Mr. President, on adoption o f the
anendment .

PRESIDENT: The amendment failed. Mr. C l e r k .

CLERK: Mr . Pr e s i d ent , Senator Chambers would move to amend.
(Second Chambers amendment appear s on p ag e 573 o f t he
Legislative Journal.)

PRESIDENT: Senator Chambers, please. The ca l l i s r ai sed .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Mr. Chairman and members of the Legislature,
this amendment is also not difficult to understand. On page 5 I
want to strike lines 1 through 11. What this language dces that
I ' m attempting to strike from the bi 11, is to say that a final
order a nd j u dgmen t of the com mission wil l n o lo nge r be
appealable to the State Supreme Court . T h i s amendment wi l l
p robabl y go t h e way of t he ot h er on e . The I nd u s t r i a l
Commission. What the language in the Constitution says n ow i s
that laws ma y be enacted p r ov i d i n g for the investigation,
ubmissior. and determination of controversies between employer s
and employees in any bustiness or vocation affected with a public
i n t e r e s t . I wou l d l i k e t o a sk Sen a t o r Kr z s t en s e n a que s t i on .

PRESIDENT: Senator Kristensen, please.

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Yes.

SENATOR C HAMBERS: Senato r Kr i s t en s e n , would y o u t u r n t o p age 5
of LR 8 i= you have it there.

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: I have i t .
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